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Finding of No Significant Impact:
Environmental Assessment Building 3001,
Tinker AFB, Oklahoma

The United States Air Force (USAF) has prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) that
evaluates the potential environmental and socioeconomic impacts associated with proposed
new facilities within Building 3001 located in the Air Logistics Area of Tinker Air Force Base
(AFB), Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. Projects under consideration for Building 3001 include the
installation of a new hangar door and concrete slab, and upgrade and replacement of utility
infrastructure.

Description of the Proposed Action

The Proposed Action evaluated in this EA is the replacement and upgrade of utilities in
Building 3001, construction of a new hangar door in the west side of Building 3001, and
replacement of a concrete slab and pavement around the new hangar door in Building 3001
with concrete able to support heavier aircraft. All work would occur within the Air Logistics
Area at Tinker AFB. Specific components of the Proposed Action include:

e Remove existing building addition (lean-to structure) on west side of Building 3001 to allow
construction of new hangar door.

« Upgrade primary building utility system to serve entire industrial area
- Install rooftop enclosure to house utility lines.

- Upgrade secondary chiller water system to increase capacity and serve entire industrial
area.

e Modify Building 3001

- Replace approximately 20,000 square feet (approximately 200 feet by 100 feet) of existing
concrete foundations and slab in the area of the new hangar door with reinforced
concrete foundations and slab.

~ Install exterior masonry veneer and low-slope built-up roof
- Rehabilitate existing dock area
- Remove old pipes
e Construct a long span roof structure to allow for re-sizing of the doors
¢ Install new hangar doors on the west side of the building
o Paint ceiling and roof supporting trusses
It is anticipated that 18 months would be required to complete modifications to Building 3001.

Under the Proposed Action, the clean demolition debris from removal of the lean-to structure
and existing concrete foundations and slab would be recycled and reused (if possible). Clean



demolition debris that is not recycled would be disposed of in an authorized construction and
demolition debris landfill. Any materials removed from the existing structures that are
determined to contain asbestos, lead, or other hazardous materials would be handled
appropriately.

The Proposed Action, as described above, is the United States Air Force Preferred Alternative.

Alternatives

By definition, the No Action alternative is a continuation of existing conditions. Therefore, for
this EA, the No Action alternative is continued operations at Tinker AFB without modifying
Building 3001 as described above. Not modifying Building 3001 would result in further negative
impacts to mission objectives due to lost work time related to utility outages, inefficient
workspace, and inefficient movement of aircraft within Building 3001.

The following alternatives that were considered, determined not to be reasonable, and
dismissed from detailed analysis in the EA.

Transfer maintenance of KC-135 aircraft to other USAF installations: Tinker AFB is currently
designated as the Base responsible for the KC-135 aircraft. There are no other USAF installations
that currently have the capability and infrastructure to perform depot level maintenance on the
KC-135. It would be economically impractical to enhance the capability and infrastructure of
another base in order to transfer this workload. Therefore, transferring maintenance of KC-135
aircraft to another USAF installation is not considered reasonable and is not further considered
in this EA.

Transfer maintenance of KC-135 aircraft to other facilities on Tinker AFB: No other facilities
that are available for use on Tinker AFB can accommodate KC-135 aircraft maintenance.
Because there are no suitable facilities on Tinker AFB, this alternative is not considered
reasonable and is not further considered in this EA.

Construct a new hangar for maintenance of KC-135 aircraft on Tinker AFB: There is
insufficient undeveloped land not already sited for other uses in the ALA to accommodate a
new building. As a result, relocation of KC-135 aircraft maintenance to a new facility on Tinker
AFB is not considered reasonable and is not further considered in this EA.

Limit the number of KC-135 aircraft in Building 3001 for maintenance at any given time: The
mission to maintain KC-135 aircraft is located at Tinker AFB. To restrict the number of aircraft
receiving maintenance at any given time would result in a large backlog of aircraft requiring
depot level maintenance. These aircraft would be unavailable for their intended mission,
potentially leading to adverse impacts on national security. Delays would also result in unused
maintenance space within Building 3001 and would not meet the need to have 19 aircraft in the
maintenance work flow. Because of the potential for adverse impacts on the military mission
and national security, limiting the number of aircraft in Building 3001 for maintenance was not
considered viable. Therefore, this alternative is not considered reasonable and is not further
considered in this EA.



Environmental Consequences

No unavoidable adverse environmental effects from the implementation of either the preferred
alternative or the no-action alternative have been identified through this EA.

No long-term significant adverse effects and no unavoidable adverse environmental effects
from the implementation of the proposed action have been identified through this EA. As a
result, no long-term mitigation measures are required. Temporary soil disturbance and runoff
potential during construction will be mitigated through the use of Best Management Practices
(BMPs). Tinker AFB will implement any mitigation specified by the State Historic Preservation
Office for Building 3001 as a result of the Section 106 process. All potential impacts and
exposure to Asbestos Containing Material (ACM) would be minimized by compliance with the
Tinker AFB Asbestos Abatement Specifications. All potential impacts and exposure to Lead-
Based Paint (LBP) and Heavy Metal Dust would be minimized by following the Occupational
Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) procedures for dealing with LBP and the Tinker AFB
L.BP Abatement Specifications for industrial facilities.

Conclusion

The attached EA was prepared pursuant to Air Force Instruction (AFI) 32-7061 and Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (Title 40, U.S. Code, Parts 1500-1508) for
implementing the procedural requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).
The finding of this EA is that the Proposed Action will have no significant impact on the human
or natural environment. Therefore, a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) statement is
issued for the proposed action, and no Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required.

Approved: WZ‘M\W Date: | P M“})’ OGI

ALLE@MERSON, Colonel, USAF

Commander
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Executive Summary

Introduction

This environmental assessment (EA) evaluates the potential environmental and
socioeconomic impacts associated with proposed new facilities within Building 3001 located
in the Air Logistics Area of Tinker Air Force Base (AFB), Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.
Projects under consideration for Building 3001 include the installation of a new hangar door
and concrete slab, and upgrade and replacement of utility infrastructure.

Alternatives Considered

Proposed Action

The Proposed Action evaluated in this EA is the replacement and upgrade of utilities in
Building 3001, construction of a new hangar door in the west side of Building 3001, and
replacement of a concrete slab and pavement around the new hangar door in Building 3001
with concrete able to support heavier aircraft. All work would occur within the Air Logistics
Area at Tinker AFB. Specific components of the Proposed Action include:

» Remove existing building addition (lean-to structure) on west side of Building 3001 to
allow construction of new hangar door.

o Upgrade primary building utility system to serve entire industrial area
- Install rooftop enclosure to house utility lines.

- Upgrade secondary chiller water system to increase capacity and serve entire
industrial area.

« Modify Building 3001

- Replace approximately 20,000 square feet (approximately 200 feet by 100 feet) of
existing concrete foundations and slab in the area of the new hangar door with
reinforced concrete foundations and slab.

- Install exterior masonry veneer and low-slope built-up roof

- Rehabilitate existing dock area

- Remove old pipes
o Construct a long span roof structure to allow for re-sizing of the doors
o Install new hangar doors on the west side of the building
« Paint ceiling and roof supporting trusses

It is anticipated that 18 months would be required to complete modifications to Building
3001.

ES-1
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Under the Proposed Action, the clean demolition debris from removal of the lean-to
structure and existing concrete foundations and slab would be recycled and reused (if
possible). Clean demolition debris that is not recycled would be disposed of in an
authorized construction and demolition debris landfill. Any materials removed from the
existing structures that are determined to contain asbestos, lead, or other hazardous
materials would be handled appropriately.

The Proposed Action, as described above, is the United States Air Force Preferred
Alternative.

No Action Alternative

By definition, the No Action alternative is a continuation of existing conditions. Therefore,
for this EA, the No Action alternative is continued operations at Tinker AFB without
modifying Building 3001 as described above. Not modifying Building 3001 would result in
further negative impacts to mission objectives due to lost work time related to utility
outages, inefficient workspace, and inefficient movement of aircraft within Building 3001.

Environmental, Social, and Economic Issues and Concerns

No significant environmental or socioeconomic issues or concerns have been identified for
the Proposed Action. The expected effects of the Proposed Action on the environmental and
socioeconomic issues that were analyzed are summarized in Table ES-1.

TABLE ES-1
Comparative Impact Summary

Resource Area Preferred No Action
Alternative Alternative
Mission Objectives Beneficial impact by improving efficiency of maintenance Continued adverse
operations in Building 3001. Utility infrastructure upgrade and impacts due to delays
replacement would support increasing demands on related to complicated
maintenance operations. logistics in maneuvering

aircraft into and around
maintenance facility.
Further degradation of
utility infrastructure
could lead to additional
pipeline failures,
flooding, and
maintenance delays.
Could jeopardize
mission objectives of
organization.

Topography Minor, temporary impacts from construction. Some excavation  No Impacts as no
activities but all in flat, currently paved areas. No long-term change from existing
impacts anticipated. conditions.

Soils Minor, temporary impacts from construction. Some soil No Impacts as no
disturbance but precautions in place to limit removal of soil on  change from existing
site, and erosion control best management practices (BMPs) conditions.

to be employed. No long-term impacts anticipated.

ES-2
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TABLE ES-1

Comparative Impact Summary

Resource Area

Preferred
Alternative

No Action
Alternative

Air Quality

Surface Water

Employment

Income

Installation
Contribution to Local
Economy

Utility Infrastructure

Transportation

Asbestos-Containing
Materials (ACM)

Lead-Based Paint
(LBP)

Short-term localized emissions from construction vehicles and
fugitive dust. Generation of demolition dust possible.
Temporary heating, ventilation, and air conditioning
modifications and implementation of appropriate BMPs to
control dust would be utilized. Possible exposure to
contaminated groundwater plume vapors. Work area to be
isolated (workers with personal protective equipment) and new
concrete to be sealed to prevent vapors from entering Building
3001.

No surface waters in vicinity of construction area. Potential for
stormwater runoff from construction site to receiving streams.
Stormwater BMPs would be used to minimize impacts. Some
modification of runoff systems may be required. No long-term
impacts anticipated.

Beneficial impact from additional short-term construction
employment. No long-term impacts as no additional
(permanent) staff proposed.

Beneficial impact from additional short-term construction
spending. No long-term impacts as no additional expenditure
proposed.

Beneficial impact to local economy due to slight increase in
utility expenditures. Compared to overall impact of installation
on economy, the impact would be negligible.

Beneficial impact due to upgrade of utility infrastructure,
resulting in more reliable future utility service. Beneficial
impact from new hangar door construction due to more
efficient movement of aircraft. Temporary adverse impact due
to disruption of utility service in building during construction
activities. Other negligible impacts would include relocation of
drainage infrastructure (curbs, gutters, etc), and generation of
construction-related debris and waste during construction to
be disposed of offsite (no impact to Tinker AFB solid waste
system).

Temporary impact during construction (more vehicles on roads
and at Tinker AFB access gates). No long-term impacts
anticipated.

Removal or demolition construction activities may result in
exposure to ACM. All potential impacts and exposure would be
minimized by contractor compliance with the Tinker AFB
Asbestos Abatement Specifications. No impacts from ACM
expected due to implementation of proper handling and
disposal techniques.

Removal of steel, ductwork, and piping may result in potential
exposure to LBP. Contractor required to follow Occupational
Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) procedures for
dealing with LBP and Tinker AFB Lead-Based Paint
Abatement Specifications for industrial facilities. No impacts
from LBP anticipated due to implementation of proper handling
and disposal techniques.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

Long-term adverse
impacts due to
continued deterioration
of utility infrastructure,
resulting in higher
incidence of flooding,
equipment failure, and
maintenance delays.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.
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TABLE ES-1

Comparative Impact Summary

Resource Area

Preferred
Alternative

No Action
Alternative

Heavy Metal Dust

Contaminated
Groundwater and
Soils

Safety

Noise

Airspace/Air
Operations

Cultural Resources

Aesthetics and
Visual Resources

Removal of steel, ductwork, and piping may result in potential
exposure to heavy metal dust. Contractor required to collect
dust through filtered vacuum systems and properly dispose of
the hazardous waste. Due to similar hazard as LBP (fine
particulate), contractor would be required to follow OSHA
procedures for dealing with LBP and Tinker AFB Lead-Based
Paint Abatement Specifications for industrial facilities. No
impacts from heavy metal dust anticipated due to
implementation of proper handling and disposal techniques.

Construction has potential to expose workers and Building
3001 employees to groundwater and soil contaminants.
Engineering controls (including sealing new concrete floor)
would be used to prevent vapor intrusion and exposure to
contaminants. No impacts from soil and groundwater
contamination due to implementation of proper handling and
disposal techniques.

Temporary impacts due to inherent health and safety risks
related to construction activities. No impacts to the Tinker
Bird/Wildlife Air Strike Hazard program would occur.
Contractor would be required to follow all applicable OSHA
regulations to minimize adverse impacts. No long-term
impacts anticipated.

Temporary impacts during construction activities but negligible
compared to noise generated by nearby aircraft operations. No
long-term impacts anticipated.

Construction activities to take place outside of airspace safety
zones so no impacts to airspace safety. New hangar door
construction resulting in reduction in aircraft movements would
eliminate aircraft traffic conflicts and would have a long-term
beneficial impact to airfield operations.

No impacts to cultural resources are anticipated. Area of
construction has been heavily developed and disturbed in the
past. However, the Tinker AFB inadvertent discovery
procedures as specified in the Integrated Cultural Resources
Management Plan (Hardlines Design Company, 2005) would
be followed should unknown archeological resources be
discovered during the work.

Tinker AFB will implement any mitigation specified by the
State Historic Preservation Office for the Historic District
containing Building 3001.

Slight modification to the appearance of Building 3001, but
changed appearance would be consistent with typical airfield
area views. Any impacts would be considered negligible.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts on airspace
safety but continued
adverse impacts on
airfield operations due
to shuffling of aircraft
outside of Building
3001.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no
change from existing
conditions.

ES-4
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Environmental Compliance

Table ES-2 summarizes the status of compliance of the project with applicable federal

environmental statutes and executive orders.

TABLE ES-2
Summary of Compliance with Federal Environmental Statutes and Executive Orders

Statutes

Compliance Status

Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 469)
Clean Air Act, as amended (Public Law 88-206)
Clean Water Act, as amended (Public Law 95-217)

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
of 1980 (Public Law 96-510), as amended by the Superfund Amendments
and Reauthorization Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-499)

Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Public Law 93-205)

Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1984 (7 U.S.C. 1539-1579)

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 661, et seq.)
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 USC 701, et seq.)

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (Public Law 91-190)

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (Public Law 89-665)
Noise Control Act of 1972, as amended

Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970, as amended (Public Law 91-956)
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (Public Law 94-580)

Safe Drinking Water Act, as amended (Public Law 93-523)

Solid Waste Disposal Act of 1965, as amended

Toxic Substances Control Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-469)

Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act of 1954 (16 U.S.C. 1101, et seq.)
Wetlands Conservation Act (Public Law 101-233)

In compliance
In compliance
In compliance

In compliance

In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance
In compliance

In compliance

Executive Orders

Floodplain Management (Executive Order 11988)
Protection of Wetlands (Executive Order 11990)
Federal Compliance with Pollution Standards (Executive Order 12088)

Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations
(Executive Order 12898)

In compliance
In compliance
In compliance

In compliance

ES-5
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Abbreviations and Acronyms

AADT Annual average daily traffic

ACOG Association of Central Oklahoma Governments
AFB Air Force Base

AFI Air Force Instruction

AFMC Air Force Materiel Command

AFSC Air Force Safety Center

AICUZ Air Installation Compatible Use Zone

ALA Air Logistics Area

APOE Aerial Port of Embarkation

APZ Accident potential zone

AQCR Air Quality Control Region

AWAC Airborne Warning and Control

BASH Bird /Wildlife Aircraft Strike Hazard

BEA Bureau of Economic Analysis

BLS Bureau of Labor Statistics

BMP Best management practice

CAA Clean Air Act

CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
CEQ Council on Environmental Quality

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

COTPA Central Oklahoma Transportation and Parking Authority
CWA Clean Water Act

dBA A-Weighted Decibel

DCP Dale-Canadian-Port

DESC Defense Energy Supply Center

DoD Department of Defense

DRMO Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office
DS Darnell-Stephenville

EA Environmental Assessment

EIAP Environmental Impact Analysis Process
EO Executive Order

ES Executive Summary

FY Fiscal Year

gpm Gallons per minute

HQ CEV Headquarters, Civil Engineer Compliance
HVAC Heating, ventilation, and air conditioning
I- Interstate
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LBP
MOA
MSA
MSL
NAAQS
NEPA
NHPA
NESHAP
NMFS
NRCS
OC-ALC
OCAMA
ODEQ
ODWC
OESC
ONG
OSHA
PCBs
PDM
PPE
RCRA
RVB
SAF/MIQ
SARA
SHPO
SO,
SPTG/SVY
TSCA
USACE
USAF
UsC
USDA
USEPA
USFWS
VOC
WQA
WWTP

Vi

Lead-based paint

Memorandum of Agreement

Metropolitan Statistical Area

Mean Sea Level

National Ambient Air Quality Standards
National Environmental Policy Act

National Historic Preservation Act

National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
National Marine Fisheries Service

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Oklahoma City Air Logistics Center

Oklahoma City Air Materiel Area

Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality
Oklahoma Department of Wildlife Conservation
Oklahoma Employment Security Commission
Oklahoma Natural Gas Company

Occupational Safety and Health Administration
Polychlorinated Biphenyls

Programmed Depot Maintenance

Personal Protective Equipment

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Renthin-Vernon-Bethany

Secretary of The Air Force/Environmental Security
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act
State Historic Preservation Office

Sulfur Dioxide

Support Group Services

Toxic Substances Control Act

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S. Air Force

United States Code

U.S. Department of Agriculture

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Volatile organic compound

Water Quality Act

Wastewater Treatment Plant
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1 Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action

1.1 Introduction

Tinker Air Force Base (AFB) has identified a need to modify Building 3001 to upgrade the
building utility infrastructure and to accommodate larger aircraft more efficiently. The
United States Air Force (USAF) proposes to upgrade the chilled water system, remove an
existing structure on the Building 3001 exterior and install a new hangar door, and replace
concrete pavement, in accordance with Unified Facilities Criteria (U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers [USACE], 2006) and Air Force Handbook 32-1084 (USAF, 1996), where the new
hangar door would be installed. The USAF has developed this Environmental Assessment
(EA) to assess the potential environmental and socioeconomic impacts of the proposed
project and any viable alternatives in accordance with 32 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
Part 989, which established the USAF Environmental Impact Analysis Process (EIAP).

1.2 Location

Tinker AFB is located in Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma County, Oklahoma (Figure 1-1). The
proposed project would be located in Building 3001 within the Air Logistics Area (ALA) on
the eastern side of Tinker AFB (Figure 1-2).

1.3 Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to increase the capacity of maintenance conducted on
KC-135 aircraft to 19 aircraft in progress and increase maintenance efficiency. Building 3001

is approximately 60 years old and is not configured to meet the demands of modern aircraft
Programmed Depot Maintenance (PDM) processes.

The USAF has determined that Tinker AFB must be capable of performing maintenance on
19 aircraft in the work flow for Building 3001 to meet its mission in support of war efforts.
The need is associated with the requirement for the Oklahoma City Air Logistics Center
(OC-ALC) to conduct PDM for the KC-135 aircraft. The nine KC-135 docks in Building 3001
are configured, relative to the two existing hangar doors, such that movement of aircraft to
the docks is inefficient. Only one aircraft can be moved in or out of the maintenance area at
a time. Six of the nine aircraft are blocked by other aircraft that must be moved before the
blocked aircraft can be moved out of the building. The addition of a third hangar door in
Building 3001 would make movement of aircraft within the building more efficient and
reduce work stoppages related to aircraft movement.

The existing utility infrastructure in Building 3001 is outdated and insufficient to adequately
support all maintenance activities in the industrial area. Chilled water is not currently
supplied to the industrial area of Building 3001 at the proper pressure, which limits areas in
which maintenance work can occur. The proposed utility work would upgrade the chilled

11
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water to the industrial area, which would increase the efficiency of maintenance activity in
Building 3001 and reduce the chance of chilled water system failure.

1.4 Decision to Be Made

USAF will decide, based on the analyses in this EA, other economic considerations, and
operational considerations, whether to proceed with modification of Building 3001 through
implementation of the Proposed Action, or to take no action.

1.5 Scope of the Environmental Analysis

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires federal agencies to consider
environmental consequences in their decision-making process. The Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) issued regulations to implement NEPA; these regulations
include provisions for both the content and the procedural aspects of the required
environmental analysis. The EIAP, established in 32 CFR 989, is the mechanism used by the
Air Force to ensure that its decisions are made with a complete understanding of the
potential environmental consequences. The CEQ regulations are used with the EIAP to
determine the appropriate level of environmental documentation required for a specific
Proposed Action. The analysis in this EA assesses the potential environmental impacts of
modifications to Building 3001.

1.5.1 Issues Considered for Detailed Analysis

Preliminary analysis of the Proposed Action identified multiple resource areas that could be
impacted as a result of implementation of the Proposed Action. These resources are
evaluated in detail in this EA. Issues analyzed in detail include:

Mission Objectives

Topography and Soils

Air Quality

Surface Water

Economic Resources

Utility Infrastructure
Transportation

Hazardous and Toxic Materials and Substances
Safety

e Noise

e Airspace/Air Operations

e Cultural Resources

e Aesthetics and Visual Resources
e Cumulative Impacts

1.5.2 Issues Eliminated from Detailed Analysis

Consistent with 32 CFR 989 and the CEQ regulations, the scope of analysis presented in this
EA is defined by the potential range of environmental impacts that would result from
implementation of the Proposed Action or the No Action alternative. Resources that have a
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potential for impacts were considered in more detail to provide the decision-makers with
sufficient evidence and analysis for determining whether or not additional analysis is
required pursuant to 40 CFR 1508.9.

Initial analyses indicate that the Proposed Action would not result in either short-term or
long-term impacts to land use, geology, vegetation, wildlife, threatened and endangered
species, wetlands, groundwater, population, medical services, housing, recreational
facilities, police/fire protection, environmental justice, and protection of children. The
reasons for not addressing these resources are briefly discussed in the following paragraphs.

Land Use. There would be no change in current land use under the Proposed Action. All
work would be confined to the ALA and the project would support air operations at Tinker
AFB. Because there would be no changes to current land use, this resource area is not
examined further in this document.

Geology. The ALA is underlain by the Garber-Wellington Formation, composed primarily
of sandstone and shale. The Proposed Action would involve shallow surface disturbance,
limited to removal of existing concrete slab and replacement with stronger reinforced
concrete slab that could support movement of the large aircraft, and would not extend to the
underlying geology. Because construction would not have any effect on subsurface
geological formations, this resource area is not examined further in this document.

Vegetation. All land that would be disturbed by the Proposed Action is currently paved or
part of Building 3001. No vegetation would be disturbed. Because construction would not
disturb vegetation, no impacts to this resource would result. Therefore, this resource area is
not examined further in this document.

Wildlife. The Proposed Action would be implemented in an area where all land is either
paved or covered by buildings. The land is fully developed and there is no habitat to
support wildlife species within the project area. Because there is no suitable wildlife habitat,
no wildlife would be expected in the project area and no impacts to wildlife would result.
The area is fully developed, so it provides no suitable habitat for migratory birds. Therefore,
this resource area is not examined further in this document. While wildlife resources are not
specifically addressed in this EA, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) was
provided an opportunity to comment on the document. No comments were received.

Threatened and Endangered Species. The Proposed Action would be implemented in an
area where all land is either paved or covered by buildings. The land is fully developed and
there is no habitat to support federal or state-listed threatened or endangered species in this
area. Because there is no suitable habitat for protected species, no federal or state-listed
protected species would be expected to occur in the area. No portion of Tinker AFB has been
designated as critical habitat for threatened or endangered species by the USFWS. No
impacts to threatened or endangered species or their designated critical habitat would
result. Therefore, this resource area is not examined further in this document. While
threatened and endangered species are not specifically addressed in this EA, the USFWS
was provided an opportunity to comment on the document. No comments were received.

Groundwater. The area encompassed by Tinker AFB consists of both shallow alluvial and
deep sandstone (bedrock) aquifers. The Base is situated over the Garber-Wellington aquifer,
a sandstone aquifer that is the primary potable water supply source for the Base and several
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surrounding communities (Association of Central Oklahoma Governments [ACOG], 2008).
Depth to groundwater beneath Building 3001 is approximately 10 feet below ground surface
in most locations (Flaming, 2008, personal communication). No subsurface work or
subsurface wells are planned. As such, no impacts to groundwater resources are anticipated
as a result of implementation and this resource area is not further examined in this
document. However, there is an area of groundwater contamination in the vicinity of the
Proposed Action. This contamination is addressed in the EA in the consideration of
hazardous materials and waste.

Wetlands. There are five jurisdictional wetlands located on Tinker AFB; however, none are
located within the ALA. As the Proposed Action is confined to Building 3001 and adjacent
paved areas and is not adjacent to any wetland areas, no impacts to wetlands are anticipated
as a result of implementation. As such, this resource area is not examined further in this
document.

Population, Medical Services, Housing, Recreational Facilities, and Police/Fire Protection.
According to the 2000 Census, the Oklahoma City Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) had a
population of approximately 1.1 million. In 2007, Oklahoma Department of Commerce
population estimates indicate the Oklahoma City MSA has a population of approximately
1.2 million. Tinker AFB has a total population of slightly over 29,600 inclusive of active-duty
military, civilian employees, and military dependents (Tinker AFB, 2007a). The Proposed
Action does not involve transfer or addition of personnel to the Tinker AFB community and
as such, would not result in an increase in population. As no increase in population would
result, no change in demands for medical services, housing, recreational facilities, or
police/fire protection would result. There would be no change in the current demand on the
Tinker AFB Fire Department to respond to emergencies. As there are no anticipated impacts
to these areas, they are not further examined in this document.

Environmental Justice: The Proposed Action would be confined to the ALA on Tinker AFB
and no impacts would extend outside the installation. There is no potential for the Proposed
Action to disproportionately impact minority or low-income populations. Accordingly, this
resource area is not examined further in this EA.

Protection of Children: The Proposed Action would be confined to the ALA on Tinker AFB
and no impacts would extend outside the installation. There is a child daycare facility on
Tinker AFB within 0.5 mile of the northern edge of Building 3001, but there is no potential
for the Proposed Action to create environmental health or safety risks to children. Therefore,
this resource area is not examined further in this document.

1.6 Applicable Regulatory Requirements and Coordination

This section provides a summary of the most applicable environmental and socioeconomic
regulations, consultation requirements, and public involvement issues pertaining to the
Proposed Action.

19
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1.6.1 Applicable Federal and State Laws

1.6.1.1  Environmental Policy

The NEPA of 1969 and 40 CFR 1500-1508 require federal agencies to consider the potential
environmental consequences of Proposed Actions and alternatives. Department of Defense
(DoD) Directive 6050.1 (32 CFR 214) provides DoD policies and procedures to supplement
40 CFR 1500-1508. 32 CFR 989 establishes the USAF EIAP for implementing NEPA,
including responsibilities, compliance requirements, and document preparation and
processing standards. Executive Order (EO) 11514, Protection and Enhancement of
Environmental Quality (amended by EO 11991), provides policy directing the federal
government to take leadership in protecting and enhancing the environment.

1.6.1.2  Biological Resources (Vegetation and Habitat, Wildlife, and Threatened and
Endangered Species)

The Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S. Code [USC] (1531-1543) provides policy for
federal agencies (with assistance of the Secretaries of the Interior and Commerce) to ensure
that their actions do not jeopardize the continued existence of any threatened or endangered
species, or result in the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat of such
species.

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act provides policy for the Secretary of the Interior
(through the USFWS) and for the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) (through the
Secretary of Commerce) to assist and cooperate with federal, state, and public or private
agencies and organizations in the conservation and rehabilitation of wildlife.

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 USC 701, et seq.) provides for the protection of migratory
birds. It forbids, among other things, the taking, import, possession, purchase, or selling of
migratory birds, with the exception of government-sanctioned hunting and capture of birds.

Title 29, Chapter 1, Article 5, Section 412 of the Oklahoma Statutes (O.S. §5-412) protects
species and subspecies that have been designated as threatened or endangered by the State
of Oklahoma.

16.1.3 Wetlands

The Clean Water Act (CWA) of 1977 and the Water Quality Act (WQA) of 1987 (33 USC 1251
et seq., as amended) provide policy for protecting wetlands and other waters of the United
States. Section 404 of the CWA requires permits from the USACE to discharge dredged or
fill material into such systems. EO 11990, Protection of Wetlands, requires federal agencies
to minimize or avoid adverse impacts to wetlands and to preserve and enhance their
beneficial values. 32 CFR 989 requires EAs prepared for actions for which the Air Force has
wetlands compliance responsibilities to go through Headquarters Civil Engineering,
Compliance to the Secretary of the Air Force/Environmental Security (HQ CEV to
SAF/MIQ) for approval.

16.14 Land Use

EO 12372, Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs, directs federal agencies to
consult with and solicit concerns and comments from state and local governments that have
jurisdiction over an area within which a federal action is proposed. The Farmland Protection
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Act of 1981 (7 USC 4201 et. seq., as amended) requires federal agencies to consult with the
Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) to ensure that preservation/conservation
of important farmlands is considered in federal actions.

16.15 Hazardous Substances

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)
of 1980 (as amended by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act [SARA] of
1986) provides for liability, compensation, cleanup, and emergency response for hazardous
substances released into the environment and cleanup of inactive hazardous substance
disposal sites.

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 provides policy for proper
disposal of solid waste and establishes standards and procedures for the handling, storage,
treatment, and disposal of hazardous wastes.

The Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) provides policy for proper handling of
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), asbestos, radon, and lead-based paint (LBP).

16.1.6 Cultural Resources

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 (16 USC 470 et seq., as amended)
provides policy for the protection of historic resources when federal actions are
implemented. Protection of Historic Properties (36 CFR 800) provides specific procedures
that federal agencies must implement, such as consulting with the State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO), to ensure compliance with the NHPA.

The Archeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 requires federal agencies to conduct
archaeological investigations on lands under their jurisdiction to determine the nature and
extent of the protected cultural resources present, and to help manage extant resources in
accordance with permit and enforcement provisions of the Act.

16.1.7 Water Resources

The CWA of 1977 and the WQA of 1987 provide federal policy on maintaining and restoring
water quality to protect and enhance waters of the United States. Section 404 of the CWA
requires permits from the USACE to discharge dredged or fill material into waters of the
United States.

EO 11988, Floodplain Management, provides federal policy for reducing flood damage risk,
minimizing the impacts of floods potentially resulting from a federal action, and preserving
the natural and beneficial values provided by floodplains/floodways.

32 CFR 989 requires HQ CEV to obtain SAF/MIQ approval on EAs prepared for actions for
which the Air Force has floodplain compliance responsibilities.

1.6.1.8  Air Quality

The Clean Air Act (CAA) (42 USC 7401 et seq., as amended) provides policy directing
federal agencies to protect and enhance air quality. The CAA also requires agencies to verify
that Proposed Actions conform to state implementation plans for attaining air quality goals.
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16.1.9 Noise

The Noise Control Act of 1972 provides policy that directs federal agencies to limit noise
emissions to within compliance levels.

1.6.1.10 Social

EO 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and

Low-Income Populations, provides policy directing federal agencies to evaluate the effects
of Proposed Actions on minority communities and low-income communities. Effects to be
evaluated include human health, social, environmental, and economic.

EO 13045, Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks,
provides policy directing federal agencies to identify and assess environmental health risks
and safety risks that may disproportionately affect children.

1.6.2 Consultation Requirements

Tinker AFB is developing a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with the SHPO and the
Oklahoma Archaeological Survey regarding the potential effects the Proposed Action may
have on the Historic District containing Building 3001. Tinker AFB will implement all
mitigation specified in the MOA once it is finalized. Because of the level of development in
the project area, no impacts to protected species are anticipated. No initial coordination with
USFWS and the Oklahoma Department of Wildlife Conservation (ODWC) has been
conducted. However, both USFWS and ODWC were provided the opportunity to comment
on the EA. No comments were received.

1.6.3 Environmental Permitting

No environmental permits or associated regulatory requirements have been identified for
the Proposed Action.

1.6.4 Public Involvement

NEPA requires that the government provide the public with an opportunity to review and
provide input on the Proposed Action and its potential environmental impacts prior to the
government decision. The USAF made the Draft Final Environmental Assessment available
for public review and comment from August 7 through September 8, 2008. A notice of
availability was run in the most widely circulated local newspaper, The Oklahoman, on
August 6 and August 7, 2008 informing the public of the public review period and the
location of the document for review: the Tinker Information Repository at the Midwest City
Library located at Reno and Midwest Boulevard. No comments were received during the
public review period. A copy of the notice of availability is included in Appendix A.

1.7 Organization of the EA

This EA discusses the applicable regulatory requirements and existing conditions that serve
as the context to evaluate the potential environmental and socioeconomic impacts associated
with the Proposed Action and alternatives. Based on the nature of the Proposed Action and
the affected environment, this EA evaluates the type and extent of all potential
environmental and socioeconomic impacts associated with the Proposed Action.
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Section 1 of this EA defines the purpose and need for the Proposed Action.
Section 2 describes the Proposed Action and No Action alternative.

Section 3 provides general information on existing conditions and describes the
environmental, economic, and social resources that may potentially be affected by the
project alternatives.

Section 4 discusses the environmental and socioeconomic consequences (impacts) associated
with the Proposed Action.
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2 Description of the Proposed Action and
Alternatives (DOPAA)

2.1 Introduction

This section of the EA describes the Proposed Action and the No Action alternative, and
discusses other alternatives that were considered but dismissed from detailed analysis. The
Proposed Action is the replacement and upgrade of utilities in Building 3001, removal of an
existing “lean-to” structure on the west side of the exterior of Building 3001, construction of
a new hangar door on the west side of Building 3001, and replacement of the concrete slab
in the area of the new hangar door in Building 3001 with concrete able to support heavier
aircraft. All work would occur within the ALA at Tinker AFB, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

2.2 History of the Formulation of Alternatives

NEPA and 32 CFR 989 require consideration of reasonable alternatives to the Proposed
Action. The actions examined within this EA are proposed to meet mission requirements
and to allow more efficient utilization of USAF resources. The Proposed Action is in support
of the Depot overhaul of jet engines, aircraft, and engine component parts, and PDM
activities on KC-135 aircraft conducted in Building 3001 on Tinker AFB. Only alternatives
that would reasonably meet the defined need for the Proposed Action, would be
technologically feasible, would be economically viable, and would not adversely impact the
military mission of Tinker AFB are carried forward for detailed analysis in this EA.

Building 3001 is near the east boundary of Tinker AFB. The west wall of the building is the
only feasible location for a new hangar door. The proposed new utility lines would be
placed on the roof of the building. It is not economically viable to place these lines below the
building due to the added cost of excavation and floor repair. In addition, placing utility
lines beneath the building would be more disruptive of ongoing maintenance activities and
would risk disruption of contaminated soil associated with past contamination under
Building 3001. For these reasons, variations on the Proposed Action are not considered.

The following sections describe alternatives that were considered and dismissed from
detailed analysis in the EA and alternatives that were considered and carried forward for
detailed analysis.

2.2.1 Alternatives Dismissed from Detailed Analysis

This section discusses alternatives that were considered, determined not to be reasonable,
and dismissed from detailed analysis in the EA.

Transfer maintenance of KC-135 aircraft to other USAF installations: Tinker AFB is
currently designated as the Base responsible for the KC-135 aircraft. There are no other
USAF installations that currently have the capability and infrastructure to perform depot

2-1



Tinker AFB, Building 3001 Environmental Assessment Contract No.: FA8101-08-D-0002; Delivery Order: 0001

level maintenance on the KC-135. It would be economically impractical to enhance the
capability and infrastructure of another base in order to transfer this workload. Therefore,
transferring maintenance of KC-135 aircraft to another USAF installation is not considered
reasonable and is not further considered in this EA.

Transfer maintenance of KC-135 aircraft to other facilities on Tinker AFB: No other
facilities that are available for use on Tinker AFB can accommodate KC-135 aircraft
maintenance. Because there are no suitable facilities on Tinker AFB, this alternative is not
considered reasonable and is not further considered in this EA.

Construct a new hangar for maintenance of KC-135 aircraft on Tinker AFB: There is
insufficient undeveloped land not already sited for other uses in the ALA to accommodate a
new building. As a result, relocation of KC-135 aircraft maintenance to a new facility on
Tinker AFB is not considered reasonable and is not further considered in this EA.

Limit the number of KC-135 aircraft in Building 3001 for maintenance at any given time:
The mission to maintain KC-135 aircraft is located at Tinker AFB. To restrict the number of
aircraft receiving maintenance at any given time would result in a large backlog of aircraft
requiring depot level maintenance. These aircraft would be unavailable for their intended
mission, potentially leading to adverse impacts on national security. Delays would also
result in unused maintenance space within Building 3001 and would not meet the need to
have 19 aircraft in the maintenance work flow. Because of the potential for adverse impacts
on the military mission and national security, limiting the number of aircraft in Building
3001 for maintenance was not considered viable. Therefore, this alternative is not considered
reasonable and is not further considered in this EA.

2.2.2 Alternatives Carried Forward for Analysis

This section briefly describes the alternatives that were considered and carried forward for
detailed analysis in this EA. The following sections provide more detailed information on
these alternatives.

Make no modifications to Building 3001 and continue current maintenance practices for
KC-135 aircraft: Although this alternative would not meet the underlying purpose and need
as stated previously, NEPA requires the evaluation of the No Action alternative as a
baseline for comparison of potential impacts. Therefore, to make no modifications to
Building 3001 and continue current maintenance practices for KC-135 aircraft is carried
forward for further consideration as the No Action alternative.

Modify Building 3001 to enhance efficiency of maintenance for KC-135 aircraft:
Modification of Building 3001 to include upgrade of the chilled water system, removal of an
existing lean-to structure on the west side of the exterior of Building 3001 and construction
of a new hangar door, and replacement of the existing concrete slab is both economically
viable and technically feasible. This alternative would result in increased efficiency in the
use of USAF resources directed toward maintenance of KC-135 aircraft. Accordingly, this
alternative is carried forward as the “Proposed Action.”
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2.3 Proposed Action

The Proposed Action evaluated in this EA is the replacement and upgrade of utilities in
Building 3001, construction of a new hangar door in the west side of Building 3001, and
replacement of concrete slab and pavement around the new hangar door in Building 3001
with stronger reinforced concrete able to support heavier aircraft. All work would occur
within the ALA at Tinker AFB. Specific components of the Proposed Action include:

e Remove existing building addition (lean-to structure) on west side of Building 3001 to
allow construction of new hangar door.

o Upgrade primary building utility system to serve entire industrial area
- Install rooftop enclosure to house utility lines.

- Upgrade secondary chiller water system to increase capacity and serve entire
industrial area.

« Modify Building 3001

- Replace approximately 20,000 square feet (approximately 200 feet by 100 feet) of
existing concrete foundations and slab in the area of the new hangar door with
reinforced concrete foundations and slab.

- Install exterior masonry veneer and low-slope built-up roof

- Rehabilitate existing dock area

- Remove old pipes
o Construct a long span roof structure to allow for re-sizing of the doors
o Install new hangar doors on the west side of the building
« Paint ceiling and roof supporting trusses

The stronger reinforced concrete would be in accordance with Unified Facilities Criteria
(USACE, 2006) and Air Force Handbook 32-1084 (USAF, 1996). It is anticipated that
18 months would be required to complete modifications to Building 3001.

Under the Proposed Action, the clean demolition debris from removal of the lean-to
structure and existing concrete foundations and slab would be recycled and reused (if
possible). Clean demolition debris that is not recycled would be disposed of in an
authorized construction and demolition debris landfill. Any materials removed from the
existing structures that are determined to contain asbestos, lead, or other hazardous
materials would be handled appropriately.

The Proposed Action, as described above, is the USAF Preferred Alternative.

2.4 No Action Alternative

By definition, the No Action alternative is a continuation of existing conditions. Therefore,
for this EA, the No Action alternative is continued operations at Tinker AFB without
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modifying Building 3001 as described above. Not modifying Building 3001 would result in
further negative impacts to mission objectives due to lost work time related to utility
outages, inefficient workspace, and inefficient movement of aircraft within Building 3001.

2.5 Comparison Matrix of the Environmental Effects of the
Alternatives

The environmental and socioeconomic effects of the Proposed Action and the No Action

alternative are summarized in Table 2-1. Resources excluded from analysis in this EA are
not addressed in the table. Section 4 of this EA provides more detailed information on the
effects of each alternative.

TABLE 2-1

Comparative Impact Summary

Resource Area

Preferred
Alternative

No Action
Alternative

Mission
Objectives

Topography

Soils

Air Quality

Surface Water

24

Beneficial impact by improving efficiency of
maintenance operations in Building 3001. Utility
infrastructure upgrade and replacement would support
increasing demands on maintenance operations.

Minor, temporary impacts from construction. Some
excavation activities but all in flat, currently paved
areas. No long-term impacts anticipated.

Minor, temporary impacts from construction. Some soil
disturbance but precautions in place to limit removal of
soil on site, and erosion control best management
practices (BMPs) to be employed. No long-term
impacts anticipated.

Short-term localized emissions from construction
vehicles and fugitive dust. Generation of demolition
dust possible. Temporary heating, ventilation, and air
conditioning modifications and implementation of
appropriate BMPs to control dust would be utilized.
Possible exposure to contaminated groundwater
plume vapors. Work area to be isolated (workers with
personal protective equipment) and new concrete to
be sealed to prevent vapors from entering Building
3001.

No surface waters in vicinity of construction area.
Potential for stormwater runoff from construction site to
receiving streams. Stormwater BMPs would be used to
minimize impacts. Some modification of runoff
systems may be required. No long-term impacts
anticipated.

Continued adverse impacts due to
delays related to complicated logistics
in maneuvering aircraft into and
around maintenance facility. Further
degradation of utility infrastructure
could lead to additional pipeline
failures, flooding, and maintenance
delays. Could jeopardize mission
objectives of organization.

No Impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No Impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.
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TABLE 2-1

Comparative Impact Summary

Resource Area

Preferred
Alternative

No Action
Alternative

Employment

Income

Installation
Contribution to
Local Economy

Utility
Infrastructure

Transportation

Asbestos-
Containing
Materials (ACM)

Lead-Based
Paint (LBP)

Beneficial impact from additional short-term
construction employment. No long-term impacts as no
additional (permanent) staff proposed.

Beneficial impact from additional short-term
construction spending. No long-term impacts as no
additional expenditure proposed.

Beneficial impact to local economy due to slight
increase in utility expenditures. Compared to overall
impact of installation on economy, the impact would be
negligible.

Beneficial impact due to upgrade of utility
infrastructure, resulting in more reliable future utility
service. Beneficial impact from new hangar door
construction due to more efficient movement of
aircraft. Temporary adverse impact due to disruption of
utility service in building during construction activities.
Other negligible impacts would include relocation of
drainage infrastructure (curbs, gutters, etc), and
generation of construction -related debris and waste
during construction to be disposed of offsite (no impact
to Tinker AFB solid waste system).

Temporary impact during construction (more vehicles
on roads and at Tinker AFB access gates). No long-
term impacts anticipated.

Removal or demolition construction activities may
result in exposure to ACM. All potential impacts and
exposure would be minimized by contractor
compliance with the Tinker AFB Asbestos Abatement
Specifications. No impacts from ACM expected due to
implementation of proper handling and disposal
techniques.

Removal of steel, ductwork, and piping may result in
potential exposure to LBP. Contractor required to
follow Occupational Safety and Health Administration
(OSHA) procedures for dealing with LBP and Tinker
AFB Lead-Based Paint Abatement Specifications for
industrial facilities. No impacts from LBP anticipated
due to implementation of proper handling and disposal
techniques.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

Long-term adverse impacts due to
continued deterioration of utility
infrastructure, resulting in higher
incidence of flooding, equipment
failure, and maintenance delays.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.
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TABLE 2-1

Comparative Impact Summary

Resource Area

Preferred
Alternative

No Action
Alternative

Heavy Metal
Dust

Contaminated
Groundwater
and Soils

Safety

Noise

Airspace/Air
Operations

Cultural
Resources

Aesthetics and
Visual
Resources

Removal of steel, ductwork, and piping may result in
potential exposure to heavy metal dust. Contractor
required to collect dust through filtered vacuum
systems and properly dispose of the hazardous waste.
Due to similar hazard as LBP (fine particulate),
contractor would be required to follow OSHA

procedures for dealing with LBP and Tinker AFB Lead-

Based Paint Abatement Specifications for industrial
facilities. No impacts from heavy metal dust
anticipated due to implementation of proper handling
and disposal techniques.

Construction has potential to expose workers and
Building 3001 employees to groundwater and soil
contaminants. Engineering controls (including sealing
new concrete floor) would be used to prevent vapor
intrusion and exposure to contaminants. No impacts
from soil and groundwater contamination due to
implementation of proper handling and disposal
techniques.

Temporary impacts due to inherent health and safety
risks related to construction activities. No impacts to
the Tinker Bird/Wildlife Air Strike Hazard program
would occur. Contractor would be required to follow all
applicable OSHA regulations to minimize adverse
impacts. No long-term impacts anticipated.

Temporary impacts during construction activities but
negligible compared to noise generated by nearby
aircraft operations. No long-term impacts anticipated.

Construction activities to take place outside of
airspace safety zones so no impacts to airspace
safety. New hangar door construction resulting in
reduction in aircraft movements would eliminate
aircraft traffic conflicts and would have a long-term
beneficial impact to airfield operations.

No impacts to cultural resources are anticipated. Area
of construction has been heavily developed and
disturbed in the past. However, the Tinker AFB
inadvertent discovery procedures as specified in the
Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan
(Hardlines Design Company, 2005) would be followed
should unknown archeological resources be
discovered during the work.

Tinker AFB will implement any mitigation specified by
the State Historic Preservation Office for the Historic
District containing Building 3001

Slight modification to the appearance of Building 3001,
but changed appearance would be consistent with
typical airfield area views. Any impacts would be
considered negligible.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts on airspace safety but
continued adverse impacts on airfield
operations due to shuffling of aircraft
outside of Building 3001.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.

No impacts as no change from existing
conditions.
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